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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 
international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), 
and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors 
Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology 
Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. 
patent resulting directly or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 
102(e)). 

2. Claims 1 -1 6, 1 8-20, 30, 31 , 57-60, 64 and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) as being anticipated by Garber (US 6,649,829 B2). 

Garber discloses a container (10) having a first coupler (111) with a first 
transmitter (RFID) (111a) and a second coupler (117) with a second transmitter 
(119), a controller means (34), a wireless connection (12, 14, 18 and 20), the 
controller means controls a processing of said liquid using process sensing and 
data acquisition module (36), a cap (125), a pump (see col. 7, lines 15-23), 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 21-24 and 61-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Garber in view of Bartholomew, further in view of Banks, still 
further in view of Mazza and still further in view of Abrahams. 

Garber discloses the liquid handling system described above. 

Garber does not expressly disclose a user interface for use with the 
microprocessor and wireless connections described above, a touch screen used 
for said interface, a probe, a plurality of drawers, color coding the graphical 
display of the container matching condition. 

Note that a user interface is implied to be used with the microprocessor 
based control means of Garber and that wireless connections (12, 14, 18 and 20) 
also imply ready access by a user interface. See col. 9, lines 33-45, for example. 

Regarding a touch screen, note that it would have been obvious to place 
such a device in the system of Garber and that such an input device is 
considered a functional equivalent of a keyboard and display or a mouse and a 
display, etc., of which official notice is taken that it is well known in the art. See, 
for example, Bartholomew (US 6,672,341 B2) which states this at col. 4, lines 4- 
11. 
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Note also col. 9, lines 33-38, which indicates that various control 
parameters such as temperature and pressure are transmitted by said RFID 
devices. This implies that a "probe" of some type is embedded in the container 
so as to come into contact with the liquid. 

See Banks, US 6,556,027 B2) which describes a probe which can be used 
to monitor industrial processes (see abstract, for example). 

See also Mazza (US 4,951,512) which describes a probe which breaks a 
membrane (test-tube cap 21) and inserts a probe (65) so as to contact liquid 
inside said test-tube. 

The suggestion/motivation for placing a probe into the container of Garber 
would have been to provide information on the condition of the liquid inside the 
container. See Garber, col. 9, lines 33-38. 

Placing several containers in a drawer or on a shelf is considered obvious. 
See Rudick (US 6,556,889 B2) f figures 3b-3d, 5 and 6, for example. 

The suggestion would have been to store several liquid containers. 

Color coding of the matching condition of the connectors is considered to 
be obvious in view of Abrahams (US 6,618,714 B1). See col. 8, lines 37-46. 

Garber has two connector halves that one ordinarily skilled in the art 
would recognize as being critical to the operation of the system. Indication of 
such by use of graphical user interface with a color coded display would have 
been obvious for use to convey such information. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to obtain the invention as described 
in Claims 21-24 and 61-63. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 32-56 and 66 are allowed. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter. 

The Examiner notes that the prior art does not disclose or suggest the 
claimed combination including particularly a liquid dispensing device having a 
connector with a probe, an RFID device and a rupturable membrane attached to 
a cap, which is punctured by the probe. The prior art lacks this structure or 
anything equivalent to it. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Brisco '175, Wang '060, Gilboa '592, Dolan '162, Grabau 
'662, Britton '043, Koeninger '681, Brady '146, Matsumoto '263, and WO 
00/54724 are all cited as describing the state of the art regarding liquid 
connectors with RFID devices, various probe devices and RFID devices. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Jeffrey A. Shapiro whose telephone number 
is (703)308-3423. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 
9:00 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Donald P. Walsh can be reached on (703)306-4173. The 
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fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 




Jeffrey A. Shapiro 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3653 
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